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auplxcauxon ox tno one you had earlier taken for mo, has arrived 
witn a rather ex tensive accumulation of crosses, wrinkles, crimes 
sno minor punches, the more readily accomplished by omitting all 
backing ana not sealing the envelops. It is on, of tno more ori.:i- 
P' ;-Cl, y» ventings of spleen. Fortunately, the negative seems 
unaamagea so I can, if necessary, have a better print made locally" 
should I require it, thus relieving the enormous burden the ordinary 
nous ©keeping chores of tending an archive to an assassinated presi- 
dent imposes upon your overtaxed and apparently understaffed asuncy, 
as Dr. Angel’s letter of August 19 makes so apparent. 

were it not that I have for so long had your personal assurance that 
nere wes^cnc is no manpower shortage, I would' start a ccrapsinn bo 
sec that Congress and the bureau of the Budnet treat you better Of 
course, jour, assurances .are not entirely consistent with the tin., r - 
I "° r sira P-f e responses to normal inquiries. However, is it nob 
rs oner . extra ordinary, for an agency not suffering a manpower shortage, 
u0 b6 S in sn Augus t 1 9 , 1970 , letter with the statement that it i.: in 
response to seven 1.. btsre , the first four written five months e arli.r, 
m march, one in April, one in May, and. the most recent a raonth~’~~ui 
a half old? 



It docs, 



of course, require 



But doss -it not take much Ion 



.light amount of Llm: 



Therefor. 



cor to write 
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than to re 
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11 . 5 ou go address why 1 have to write such Ion 



1 g 1 ; 

f ii o tiling in y oux' neuter provides a convenient and spprop: 
111 Point . An passing, I note the falsehood inherent in it. 
is one of the additional reasons I have had to write so often a: 
a ucli length, and t a e known a.no to^al osparturG from the law one 
most pertinent, established precedent (American Hail Lino, Ltd. 
eruliek , xj.ll Bod. 6y6 (19b 9) ) . Xt has become no cos eery to roses 2 
the law go research your precious archive on the assassination c 
president . and the official investigation of it, such is the ten, 
feeling with -which the purity of the archive is preserved, the 0 
cation with which you adhere to the executive order finding the i 
"national interest 1 ' requires that everything b. 
available. Here is a true reflection of an official L , 
lng be suppressed. But to the point that is most relevant, tin. 
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Dr. Rhoads 



for writing letters:- It required 
"answer' 1 ray first .request for thi; 



io did not- bake so long a time for the lawyer 



. : .pout o huncirou usys for you to 
me mors ndum ox' transfer" . Surely, 



biio law, if that is what they aid prior to your response . 

hr. tr j -p lr^ 4-1 T AA n . ft- . n . . ° T. 



oc rasa and research 



iiavo taken them 100 days to "learn" 



Coul 



wmen xt as not? 



gabg tax: 



P r x v a. Go p a p o . 



^ ^11 j°u liow long thereof ber it- required for you to "snsiv. 
my request for the federal copy of this same paper? . 

iho, then, is responsible for the extent of this correspondence, 
vino caus os waste of time, for whom? 



s no 



)U return 
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on occasion, able to draw upon, be 
cion ana- identification of the two 
my having "copies of oil the 
soma of- the papers ‘would 



113 f u ,’yhe top of page 2 and below the middle of 
jpoat the falsehood about "private" papers, for t 
cannot, oy even so flexible an imagination as you c 

s-o described. (hoy I ask a c. 
other papers?) ",/hore you ref 
covering letters 9 , if this is the c 
appear to have box an sent you without an 
nuo wna t is of greater interest, woul 
seems to be designed for the 
lawyers desire 
mb you a copy of this 



you pis 
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making of the kind of 
, tell me wnoii you informed me the t the 
copy of 



copy thereof?. 
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es 111 x 1 o orua.ry , ana your letter is dc tea 



itsr • 



__ cause ‘your sbafi to was go time in letter-writing? 



with this 



go -1 a c i 



GAG 



® year end a half since you informed me, foe: 
hao ordered a study made (unsollcitedly ) to soe if all my inquire 
ha.u coon respondod to. Then and thereafter, I informed you thc-v 
not boon. with uiie character of the material of interest and th. 

- KC 'ion (the pseudo-scholarly "withhelc 



/Cora? 



you 



ila 



question being one 



ox 



that you prefer is not 
volving a violation of 
you "leaked" a copy of 
whose ignorance of the 
pliant ic pre-disposition 
impossible for 
or undi rnified 



iiuppre 



his story, so congenial 



_ seudo -scholarly 

appropriate ) , let me remind you of one, i 
your own regulations, an explanation of h 
the G3A -family contract exclusively to on 
material you could depend upon sna whose 
was a .safe assumption, after telling me i 
this contract to be used in other than s "sense ti 
lie nrx r , c-nd g n - n delayed. Sc-ncxng in _ a copy unGxJ 



to official desires, appeared in print, 
it that you cannot explain this transparent propaganda activity 
not the only one, at that? 
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liOiv many letters did I write in the futility of seeking an ex plans - 
tion? I can understand, that you may find, such letters uncongenial, 
but I .asked neither you nor those who preceded you to take the re- 
sponsibilities you hold or to violate the regulations under which you 
are supposed to discharge thorn. It should bo obvious, even to you", 
that tho abuse here, and real waste of time, is by you end of v.u . 



Your next paragraph is in answer to an inquiry by ms to put uk in . 
po a i cion, as congress intonaeu an o. ordered, go us e bnc x^r sodom ox 
net" (how appropriate that you, too, use quotas i ) . Th.. 
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^ purpose of this lyw and if- f i >- n^. no . . . „ 

r.; r ; „„ ; t 1 ica b a ^o w requires reasonable • v 

, L -you c P ifl Ply with- this? Yet if I depart from bb 
aouIo you no -g ssk s court to throw 'out my suit? HoW 
reoponsibio for tnc waste of whoso time? And 'the 
rights under the lew? ‘ - 



in. respon 
regula tion 



again, 
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newt you go file to David Ferric -end - i -i-w^n ■ ■>. +. 

tevo sought every paper available on pYf 1 

j ii, x or r^por o urns e.AiG Gence of some for ' th“ T — r ~ : rh 
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sren room, for this knowledge oomoo from ma aohalfyou 
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5 _ o to repeat a falsehood this 
fa Is ehood . Your frivol j. ty 



go let me ox e ra ins . 

3, you return to thi: 

_ _ s o° established as a 

was removed 

^ MX-ii. Y b iSi 

For ovoa those pages allegedly withheld under the ruidolif e tfl- 
Si- r°mov?T 0I r^ Ur = ur ' to ” r y green slips rodorulf ondY?hhi£t 

Uil«3 romo Vbi.l . T 110 V P 10 p r*r- n c- T 4-*u - v-> -» . n T _ . 1 o 

vV - > c-o 1 Cilon, XliJuIGG 10 . U./ lv , Golj you n >• n 

o.io or owo items only, and a separate folder, idintiflh as of ftL 
(?> ^ ° I ciov) pjcnii, was either eiTipty or tn •] t ••v ... i 

all of this dear. You did not refute It IH-. 

a rcconsuituted file. Whereas your first page rattle of Fa Ion" 

Z~luZr^°™ XOe d °e uraeatS> the files 1 saw did hot contain thou. I 
■Y Y 10 Y a °° b8csuse tias Secret Service did not supuly them nor 

occauso i-G refused to replace them, for the' do erst .or vice tt oa 



agency that seem: 
hs vo, a complete 
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archive . 
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you have whet you do no g went 
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^ responding paragraph by paragraph for, in just about ev 
)Y W tnsru. Oui i c g s an adequate record and reading my letters i,, 
course, so unoorai or table for you, so tims-consuminp- . 



However, the second par: 
federal semantics, clove t 
assassination end federal 
I note the intrusion of a 



rsph on page 2 opens with a fine sample of 
d to^a new high state by the Presidential 
or i ting ( no t roe t r i c u d to letters) on it. 
unreality, the word :I numerical" . ' Ye .ill 



rest of it has been 



is coexist in due time and proper place. The 

©ponded to. hs ving^ appealed through your so-called channels oi 
pea is , completely without response, I have no need to duplicate 
experience. ■ 



The Ferric css 



, • Ire;- ay cited is enough to respond to your third or r; . - 

grspxi on psg© 2 . First you gut tho files (and* although I shell not' 
no™ G o iugO _ i g, delioora ooly misfile); you hold me responsible for not 
giving you information you make- it impossible fox 1 me to have; anu then 
■/jiien I ask, you tell me what is not so, that the documents are ••••■•. ii- 
aole. inking a gutted file available to rao is to give ms nothin but 
Gxie need go wnco you further. 
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not have abnormal photograph in ths ^eSt ir e *f ilc^ V ™ ’ wT ! do 

j^ct- tnat is a normal photograph and is susceptible of ordinary 1 
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GO 



3 begins with s -fine representation 
c 5i* e .? sn fssassinated president and ; 
official attitude toward that crime and 
certain files. You know how to replace 
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0 you here treat it as anything other then propaganda? 
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feeling over the "error” by 
' ^ure you took for Dr. John Nichol 
sook for me explains nothin:-;, 



1£ co2"- '/° U feGl Gnd " error " thot ^is wss. So that wo 
complo g-= iccora wasre you seem to be intent upon making on 
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you mi gat later refer In a manner th 
cial^ purposes, why do you not record 
ana now long it took for you. to inform me 
just a few days ago, as the 
o s arae or, what Is more in point. 



ture? lies it 
letter might a 
into assuming? 
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whom, who is responsible 



and writing - letters. x''or he 



Tills instance also relates 
for the time consumed in rc 

long did you deny you had taken any such pictures for me, several 
members ^of your staff knowing better? For how long did you denv I 
you °. u electrostatic copy when you requested that? For ho; 
long dio ^ you jus c refuse to duplicate the picture for me? And how 



aptly this adores 



sibiiitic 
trus ted . 



how 



carefully 



separate mstser. 



disguise 



you d o that w i t h w h i c ii 
need for preserving thes 
uhsm, yet you cannot do 
this ho vj 



how well you tend your 



: child could b. 
$ materials as ,■ 
io simple a this. 



you 1 preserve" your archive? You 



You invoke the 
for suppressing 
keeping them filed? Is 

nore acknowledge that, in December 1969, you did" have this 
necessary electrostatic copy of the picture you 
tive was . clearly marked as having been made for 
had a print in the file). How did it come to t 
correct 
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me, • ‘whether or not 
ke eight months go 
rror " ? 



you 



And what kind of research do you make possible with this kind of 
keeping? -'ha t good docs it do s careful researcher to use your 
room whon you provide him with incomplete and misrepresented f il 
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remove a 
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You say that ’ ! tho msmo rend urn of January 15, 196a, h;: 
from the file of memoranda concerning staff mooting; 
before your examination, of chc file. 1 ' I note there was no record o 
this in the file, when your practice is to insert o clip-sheet, s no 
I could not have been aware of the existence of more such documents 
without having seen them. This would not be the first case whore 
was denied mo after I saw it, either. I 



soma thing 

to the knowledge of your staff, this is a 
records are now in it or accounted for in 



you do nob 
is federal 
subject to withholding 
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if all such 



say, why it was removed. .Tho 
sensitivity, Oswald's federal 
under existing re 0 
was it removed? And if the file is not now corap 1 
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I have earlier alluded 
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non-researchers , exclus ively, what you have denied me, I 
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unis appropriate poiriG 
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has produced. If this, 
ther explanation, there 
to you. There is also 
clear to you by other m 
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t tent ion of my competitors whs t my work 
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are those in your agency who can exp lair 
the prospect that, in time, it may becor/m 
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Ho a you (iisenargea , or oven incenaeo. to aiscnarge, tho oblige tions 
you voluntarily assumed in accepting your high office, neither the 
letter of August 19 nor this response would have been required. 
.There that letter is not false, it is deceptive. where it does not 
openly misrepresent, it is carefully calculated to accomplish this 
purpose. And it is contrived to impose upon others who might at 
some time road it. would it be wrong to anticipate that you might 
regard a federal judge as one such person? 



So that you may be in the' same position as I am to evaluate the 
federal word as I must, I encourage you to examine my correspond: 
with the Department of Justice relating to what was withheld fro: 
concerning James Dari Ray. A portion of the earlier part only i 
attached to Civil Action Ho. 713-70, in Federal District Court i: 
Washington. In that case, you will also find a summary judgment 
tered a week ago. If you read tne entire file of this corrospom 
you will find that there is no single truthful letter addressed 
me - not ■& single one - aside from the quite proper inquiries tn : 
were ignored. The existence of the file that tho Justice Depart: 
originated was denied. Possession of the copy it had confiscate 
was denied. I was also assured this file was required to be den 
me under the provisions of 5 U.3.C. another deliberate fel. 

And once I filed suit, there was no single one of the papers the 
par tine nt filed in court that was not false and Known to be fa Is 3 
last one of which I have a copy being, in addition, perjurious. 
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This is not the only 



of federal perjury on this subject’. 



Nor is the record of the correspondence 
inconsistent with this cited record . I 
point, its character will change. 



you have addressed to m 
can only hops that, at 





